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O (57) Abstract: A method of de-fragmenting file allocations on a disk (Figure 3a) to enable an operating system to determine what 
pages (Figure 3a, 1-12) should be swapped. The method tracks prior states of page maps (Figure 1 and 2) and logs the locations of 
^ the swapped data so that a state prior to a defragmemation activity can be reconstructed. 
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OPTIMIZED DISK STORAGE DEFRAMENTATION WITH SWAPPING CAPABILITIES 



5 Copvrieht Notice/Permission 

A portion of the disclosure of this patent document contains material 
which is subject to copyright protection. The copyright owner has no objection 
to the facsimile reproduction by anyone of the patent document or the patent 
disclosure, as it appears in the Patent and Trademark Office patent file or 
10 records, but otherwise reserves all copyright rights whatsoever. The following 
notice applies to the software and data as described below and in the drawing 
hereto: Copyright © 1999, Wild File, Inc. All Rights Reserved. 

Priority Claim 

This application claims priority from U.S. Provisional Application No. 
15 60,143,248, filed July 9, 1999, entitled "Method, Software And Apparatus For 
Saving, Using And Recovering Data", the entire disclosure of which is hereby 
incorporated by reference herein. 

Technical Field of the Invention 
The present invention pertains generally to the storage of digital data, and 
20 more particularly to method and apparatus for de-fragmenting the allocations of 
storage made by an operating system for the files under its management within 
the context of a change tracking system that supports the backup and recovery of 
data stored by a digital computer. 

Background of the Invention 
25 A typical problem for a computer's operating system (OS) is the eventual 

fragmentation of storage on disk. An OS generally manages the disk for the 
applications (like a word processor) and provides means for the applications to 
save and recall all or parts of files. The disk storage for the files is allocated and 
released by the OS as it is used by the applications. The OS may assign, for 
30 example, disk pages #1 and #2 to represent some file A, and disk pages #3, #4, 
and #5 for some file B. Now if the user through an application deletes file A and 
creates anew file C that requires three pages, the OS could re-use pages #1 and 
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#2 and further allocate page #6. As shown in Figure 1, the disk now contains two 
files: file B occupying pages #3, #4, and #5, and file C occupying pages #1, #2, 
and #6. 

One of the realities of a disk drive is that it generally takes a long time to 

5 position the disk head to a given location on the recording media, as compared to 
the time it takes to transfer data. Thus, in order to attain optimal performance, in 
terms of response time, it is best to store all the data associated with a given file 
in nearby locations. This minimizes the number of times the disk head must be 
re-positioned in order to access all the file's data. However, in our current 

10 example, the OS split the allocations for file C into two groups: pages #1 and #2, 
and page #6. Thus, because the disk head must be re-positioned twice to read 
both groups, it takes roughly twice as long to read file C as it does to read file B, 
which is allocated in one group (pages #3 through #5). 

The OS may employ various strategies to avoid breaking up files across a 

1 5 disk, but due to the dynamic nature of file sizes on a computer (they grow and 
shrink all the time), files over time generally become fragmented. The solution is 
to run a de- fragmentation utility (which is generally either built into the OS or 
comes as its own application). Such a utility corrects the problem by re- 
arranging the disk's contents such that the data for a given file is generally 

20 allocated in one area, or at least in large groups. Figure 2 illustrates how the disk 
in our example would appear after de-fragmentation. Note that the internal OS 
data structures that track the whereabouts of the data for each file are updated 
during de-fragmentation to reflect the new page assignments. 

The recovery invention described in U.S. Patent No. 6,016,553 details a 

25 method of at least initially re-mapping the page assignments of the OS, and 
generally without its knowledge. This is done to avoid overwriting the original 
contents of the affected pages so that these states can be restored or utilized in 
re-constructing the state of the disk, as viewed by the OS, at some time in the 
past. The preserved pages collectively make up a circular history buffer, and as 

30 new data is written by the OS, the older historic pages are recycled and receive 
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the new data. The act of writing by the OS reduces the distance back in time that 
can be reconstructed using the data in the history buffer. In other words, when 
the OS writes data, pages are recycled within the history buffer to record the 
original states of these recent writes, at the expense of losing the original states 

5 associated with writes made relatively a long time ago. 

Therefore, when a de- fragmentation utility is run, and it rearranges the 
disk, a lot of writes are generated. These writes push out data from the history 
buffer. Thus, although the user can use the recorded original states in the history 
buffer to re-construct an image of the disk prior to performing the de- 

10 fragmentation, this is generally of little value compared to the historic data that 
has just been pushed out of the history buffer. There is the case where a de- 
fragmentation process fails and data is lost, in which case a user would want to 
return to the time prior to de-fragmenting. However, if you set aside this case 
and assume that the de- fragmentation utility generally works, the user sees no 

15 change in their data. The disk re-arrangement did not alter the state of any file, it 
just improved the access time to it. Thus, intuitively a user may not understand 
why de-fragmenting a disk should "consume" any of the history buffer. 

De-fragmenting can have a very nasty effect on the history buffer. 
Generally, a user has some sense of how much data is being written by any given 

20 activity. When a user loads a new application it often informs him/her of the 
space required— a good indication of how much is about to be written. When an 
application is run (launched), typically a relatively small amount of data is 
written relative to the total size of the history buffer. However, because de- 
fragmenting involves looking at all the data on the disk, and often involves 

25 moving much of it (regardless of whether it has recently changed), this operation 
is perhaps unique in its almost unpredictable effect of pushing large amounts of 
historic data out of the buffer. 

In summary, on system implementing the recovery methods of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,016,553 (engine) the effect of a standard disk de-fragmentation 

30 utility on the availability of historic information is possibility to eliminate all or 
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much of the historic data that was available prior to the de-fragmentation. 
Further, the system might crash during a de-fragmentation and restart with data 
having been lost. Normally this would be a opportune point to use the recovery 
ability of the engine. However, should the de- fragmentation process have written 

5 so much data that the data captured in the history buffer no longer spans back to 
the beginning of the process, then recovery is not possible. Such unpredictable 
situations where the recovery option is lost undermines the value of the engine. 

Summary of the Invention 
The present invention provides apparatus and a method of de- 

10 fragmenting file allocations on a disk comprising: determining what pages 

should be swapped among the various allocations made by the operating system 
(OS), the OS's file system mapping updated to reflect the swapped pages and a 
history of the original state prior to any update recorded by the engine, the swaps 
performed by manipulation of the engine's data structures and/or actually 

15 exchanging data on disk where OS visible data is read and written but the 

original state of each altered page is not directly recorded in the historic log, but 
instead, a record is additionally logged of the locations of the swapped data so 
that an image of the OS visible data can be reconstructed prior to time of the de- 
fragmentation by knowing what data to effectively re-swap and what OS 

20 mapping data to effectively restore. The apparatus and method may include the 
step of incorporating desired close proximity information of various OS visible 
pages into the algorithm executed by the engine that determines what is actually 
swapped, in order to reasonably maintain physical close proximity of data 
allocated by the OS but physically re-mapped by the engine. 

25 Brief Description of the Drawings 

Figures 1 and 2 illustrate a defragmentation process. 
Figures 3 A- 3E illustrate defragmentation apparatus, structures and 
methods according to example embodiments of the invention. 

30 

4 
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Detailed Description 
It is possible to modify the engine to allow for the insertion of a de- 
fragmentation step in the history buffer. This is the subject of the present 
invention, which is based on the realization that at the core of the de- 

5 fragmentation process is the re-arrangement of disk pages. De- fragmenting a 
disk is not so much involved in the generation of truly new data that is not 
already present on the disk — e.g., the OS's internal data structures describing the 
whereabouts of each file get updated in the process, which does represent true 
changes to the disk's contents, but the rearranging of the pages holding a file's 

10 data is not creating truly new data, but simply moving it. 

To see why the de-fragmentation process involving reading and writing 
data all over the disk does not actually require much space to represent the 
before and after states, one needs to look closer at the meaning of "moving" and 
"rearranging" data. When data is moved from one location X to location Y, the 

15 operation implies the overwriting of the contents of location Y. Its original 
contents are lost. Therefore, it is not possible to reverse a "move" operation 
unless somehow the original state is preserved. However, a typical de- 
fragmentation utility "moves" much of the data only because it utilizes the read 
and write operations provided by the disk. The point is that when you write to 

20 the disk, this is generally a non-reversible operation. However, at a higher level, 
what the de-fragmentation process really involves is primarily rearranging the 
disk, which is to say swapping disk locations. A swap of data involves 
exchanging the contents of some location X with some location Y. A swap 
operation, unlike a move, is reversible. 

25 Therefore, one only needs to know what locations were swapped in order 

to return the disk to its pre-swapped state, and specifically, there is no need to 
record the original contents of any of pages involved in the swap. For example, ' 
if a disk had a million pages and in order to de-fragment the disk, the first 
100,000 pages were swapped with the last 100,000 pages, the operation could be 

30 fully reversed (undone) by simply re-swapping the pages. A note that 'the first 
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100,000 pages were swapped with the last" can be recorded in a handful of 
bytes. This allows for the before and after states of the disk to be reconstructed 
as needed, without having saved any "original states" of the actual data moved in 
the swap. In other words, outside of the space required to save notes about what 
5 gets swapped in a de- fragmentation process, little other space is required. These 
means that a major de- fragmentation of a disk can be performed without having 
to "push" much of the tracked historic original disk states out of the circular 
history buffer. 

Note that the techniques just described for performing a disk de- 

10 fragmentation that minimally impacts the contents of the history buffer assumes 
the use of a utility that is aware of the present invention, and implements the de- 
fragmentation primarily using swap operations instead of the traditional read and 
write (move) operations. 

To gain further insight into the present invention, Figure 3 walks through 

15 a traditional de- fragmentation process. Figure 3a illustrates the initial state of the 
system. The disk contents are shown on the left side, with each page identified 0 
through 12 (i.e., the disk consists of 13 pages). The pages are divided into two 
sets, one group corresponding to those visible by the OS and the other group 
reserved for tracking changes (history buffer). The roles of these pages are 

20 somewhat fluid as they go from holding data associated with the current main 
image (data visible to the OS) to holding the original (historic) states of pages 
overwritten by the OS. The various methods for managing the pages are 
discussed in U.S. Patent No. 6,016,553. The purpose of this figure is to illustrate 
the use of disk pages for main and historic data. 

25 The top group of pages 0 through 7 start out holding main image data. 

The bottom group of pages 8 through 12 hold historic data, with the associated 
location field off to the right. This field, along with maps and other internal 
information, are maintained on disk by the engine in pages not shown in this 
example. The "next write" pointer indicates the next location to recycle (oldest 

30 historic data). As new data is written by the OS, it is diverted to the "next write" 

6 
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location in the bottom pages and the associated location field is updated with the 
original OS write's disk location. In the center of the figure is the main map 
through which the engine translates OS disk read requests to the actual 
(physical) disk location containing the desired data. At right are shown the 

5 current contents of the disk as viewed by the OS through the main map. Since 
the main map is initially empty, reflecting a "no mapping state," the current 
image visible to the OS, locations 0 through 7, directly correspond to the 
contents of these actual disk locations. 

Initially the disk contains pages making up two files A and B. The 

10 allocation of file A is fragmented in that an allocation for file B is intermixed 
among the pages allocated to A. Disk location #4 holds the OS's directory, 
which is detailed off to the right. The directory indicates the locations associated 
with each file. The pages containing data tl, t2, and t3 correspond to "unused*' 
storage by the OS (free disk space). Pages 8 through 12 initially contain historic 

15 data. It is the historic data that one does not want to lose, as much as possible, 
during a de-fragmentation. 

Figure 3b illustrates the first step of a typical de-fragmentation utility. It 
decides to exchange the contents of pages 0 and 1 so that all the allocations 
associated with file A are next to each other, thus transforming the sequence "Al 

20 B 1 A2 A3" into "B 1 Al A2 A3." The directory is also updated to reflect the new 
assignments. As the de-fragmentation utility intends to overwrite the data in 
pages 0 and 1, it must get this data out of the way. The first step is to copy the 
data A I and Bl to unused locations tl and t2. Let us presume the de- 
fragmentation utility is unaware of the recovery methods of U.S. Patent No. 

25 6,016,553. Thus, what has really happened when the data Al and Bl was 

overwritten on top of tl and t2, is that the writes were diverted by the engine and 
the main map updated. 

Figure 3c shows the results of the de-fragmentation utility's moving Al 
and Bl into place and updating the directory. Now as the OS views the disk 

30 through the main map the disk appears de-fragmented. Generally, various 
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background disk re-arranging activity of the engine re-optimizes the placement 
of data on disk to take advantage of the de-fragmentation (i.e., so that file A's 
allocations are near other). What is important to notice in Figure 3c is that all of 
the original historic data HI through H5 has been discarded in order to save a 

5 record of the modified locations. Because all the original states have been 

preserved prior to the de-fragmentation, it is possible to exactly reconstruct the 
before de-fragmentation disk image, as viewed by the OS. 

Note that it is not the intent of this example to show the specific steps 
and methods employed by a disk de-fragmentation utility, but only the general 

10 process and effects. 

The present invention, however, provides for the same before and after 
tracking but without requiring so much of the history buffer to record the steps to 
reverse the process. Thus, if you return to the state in Figure 3a and use a new 
de-fragmentation utility that is aware and interacts with the engine, you get 

15 Figure 3d. It shows that the engine aware de- fragmentation utility requested the 
engine to swap locations 0 and 1 and then it updated the directory. Notice that 
more than half of the history buffer's original contents are still present, thus 
allowing the user to reconstruct states further back in time as compared to Figure 
3c. 

20 The "swap" is represented in Figure 3d as a special type of entry in the 

table of disk locations and associated location fields. The actual method of 
storing the swap information is likely to use some combination of the location 
fields stored in the history buffer headers (see U.S. Patent No. 6,016,553) and 
other disk data structures (such as, but not limited to, the General Logged Data 

25 pages as also described in U.S. Patent No. 6,016,553). 

Figure 3e illustrates a simulated disk map used to access the disk image 
before the de-fragmentation. The simulated map is constructed by reversing the 
steps recorded in the history buffer: the diversion of accesses to location #4 is 
ended, which restores the OS's original directory mapping. The swap is 



WO 01/04801 PCT7US00/18732 



"undone" by performing the swap again, only this time using the links in the 
simulated map to "exchange" the pages. 

The other major operation implemented by the engine is the disk revert. 
A disk reversion is performed by effectively writing the changes recorded in the 
5 history buffer back to the main image. When a note about a swap is encountered 
while walking back toward an earlier time in the history buffer, the swap is 
simply done again to undo its original effect. Note the swap may be 
implemented by actually exchanging pages and/or through the use of map 
pointers. 

10 It makes sense that the de-fragmentation algorithm understands the 

placement implications of the engine. In other words, it may query the engine to 
find out about current and planned re-location of disk pages as different from the 
locations assigned by the OS. Alternately, the de-fragmentation algorithm (OS) 
may supply the engine with information sufficient for it to adjust its placement 

15 (re-mapping) of data and thus accomplish de-fragmentation. 

The present invention works particularly well with the Temp Method in 
that this method eventually moves diverted data back into its original OS 
assigned (written) locations. Therefore, the de-fragmentation process needs only 
, look at the OS's assigned locations (location keys) to make correct assumptions 

20 about what will, at least eventually be the actual physical locations of the data. 
The Present Invention and the Always Method 

The Always Method envisioned a tight relationship between the de- 
fragmentation process and the engine. It proposed two methods of dealing with 
fragmentation: one where the OS directly provides adjacency information of the 

25 allocations associated with each file to the engine, and another where the OS re- 
sequences the locations assigned to the files, coordinating the "renumbering" 
with the engine. 

In the case where the engine directly receives adjacency information, 
instead of de-fragmenting the allocations as represented in the OS's file 
30 mapping, the OS can keep its "fragmented" allocations and assumes the engine 

9 
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will re-map assignments to eliminate actual fragmentation. For example, 
consider the case where the OS has assigned location keys 1,10, 20, and 30 to a 
file. However, the engine has re-mapped location key 1 to the physical disk 
location 50, 10 to 51, 20 to 52, and 30 to 53. Thus, reading the file actually 
5 causes the actual disk locations 50, 5 1, 52, and 53 to be read, which is optimal 
(continuous). 

The Always method also envisioned a re-sequencing process where the 
disk allocations for a file made by the OS would be re-sequenced (see the end of 
the Disk Access Performance section). Re-sequencing file allocations within the 

10 OS differs from a de-fragmenting process in that the OS simply pauses, and 

makes a pass through all its allocations associated with each file and sequentially 
renumbers them. It is the engine's responsibility to actually determine where the 
allocations were (before re-sequencing) and keep the allocations properly 
associated with the newly assigned location keys. 

15 Re-sequencing attempts to eliminate the need for a separate adjacency 

map within the engine. In other words, consider the case where the OS has 
assigned some file the location keys 10, 34, and 13 to correspond to the first, 
second, and third pages that respectively make up the file's contents. The data 
will have been likely written to some other actual disk locations (the location key 

20 and the actual disk location that receives the data will differ due to diversion by 
the engine). The OS could inform the engine of the desired adjacency of these 
locations by re-sequencing them. Thus, it might submit a request to the engine 
indicating location key 10 will now be accessed as location key 1, 34 as 2, and 
13 as 3. Of course, the process of re-sequencing must either insure the newly 

25 assigned location keys (1,2, and 3 in this example) have not already been used, 
or specify to what location keys these have been re-assigned (e.g., 1 to 40, 2 to 
41, and 3 to 42). The point of re-sequencing is that the engine, after re- 
sequencing can assume implied desired adjacency in the location keys (e.g., 
location keys 1, 2, and 3 should be mapped to actual pages on disk that are near 

30 each other). 

10 
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Note that the re-sequencing process of passing file allocation information 
to the engine should also include the points at which file breaks occur. For 
example, one file has been re-sequenced to location keys 5, 6, and 7, and another 
file to location keys 8, 9, and 10. Therefore, the engine would know that it could 

5 physically map the location keys 5 through 10 to two different areas, keeping the 
pages associated with 5, 6, and 7 together and 8, 9, and 10 together. This is the 
same concept as found in the structure of the adjacency information provided to 
the engine in U.S. Patent No. 6,016,553. 

The de-fragmentation process of the present invention is like re- 

10 sequencing in that the engine can infer desired adjacency of the OS's allocations 
by their location—-sequential location key assignments should be mapped near 
each other. However, the de-fragmentation process assumes a much greater role 
of selecting what locations to swap in order to minimize the amount of storage 
that must be exchanged. In contrast to re-sequencing, the de-fragmentation 

15 process of the present invention does not rely as much on the engine to work out 
the actual steps involved in rearranging the disk. 

In both the re-sequencing and de-fragmenting processes the OS is 
adjusting its own file allocation mappings to be more sequential as a step toward 
directly (Temp Method) or indirectly (Always Method) establishing close 

20 physical proximity on a file's allocations on disk. There may also be advantages 
for the OS to have a file's allocations made sequentially due to the 
implementation of the OS's own file mapping system. In general, either for the 
OS or an engine, it is more efficient to map continuous sequences of values. For 
example, a table could map the values 1,2,3,4 to the values 7,8,9,10. The table 

25 consists of eight numbers. On the other hand, three numbers represent this same 
mapping if expressed as "map the values starting at 1 to 7 for 4 sequential 
values." If the continuous sequences are long then great efficiency can be 
achieved over mapping each value independently. 

The Always Method has already established the concept of adjusting the 

30 OS's file mapping in a coordinated effort with the engine and/or more directly 
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informing the engine of adjacency preferences. It has already stated the need to 
include notes reflecting such action in some form in the general history log (see 
the end of section on the Desired Location Map section). Therefore the core of 
the present invention primarily provides detailed steps to de-fragment a disk 

5 under the Temp Method, borrowing from the Always Method the process of 
allowing and recording an engine/OS mapping (swap) change in the history log. 

Under the Always Method it is recommended to provide for the de- 
fragmentation of files by the following three steps: First, have some program 
scan the OS's file allocations and request the appropriate swaps in order to 

10 insure each file's page assignments (location keys) are generally sequential. 
Second, update the OS's maps. These first two steps describe the present 
invention and suffice for the Temp Method. However, for the Always Method, a 
third step is added in which adjacency information is also supplied to the engine. 
With the requested swaps and adjacency information the Always Method can 

15 determine what actually gets swapped and update its own mapping. 

The general de- fragmentation of allocations as viewed by the OS may or 
may not improve its own mapping and new page allocation efficiency. However, 
de-fragmenting a file's location keys will at minimum allow the adjacency 
information to be more compact (more blocking). Further, it will almost 

20 certainly improve the efficiency at which the engine can translate from OS 

locations to actual physical locations. This is because common mapping methods 
like trees or table based algorithms work best when a sequence of look up keys 
are sequential. For example, in a common operation, the OS requests to read a 
given file, which the OS has mapped to location keys 10, 1 1, 12, 13, and 14. 

25 This nice sequential allocation is perhaps the result of de-fragmentation. As the 
reads are passed either individually or as a block to the engine for re-mapping, in 
general the common methods for re-mapping will cluster the look up keys (10, 
11,..) close to their re-mapped values. The principle that this clustering leads to 
efficiency is well understood in the art. 
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Note the actual method for an Always Method engine of determining 
how to re-arrange the data on a disk, based on its current mapping, the requested 
swaps, and adjacency information is reasonably straight forward to one skilled in 
the art of data structures and programming. A simple algorithm would involve 
5 working from the adjacency information back through the swaps to determine if 
the actual physical data needs to be exchanged in order to achieve close 
proximity, or simply an update made to the engine's maps. 
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What is Claimed: 

1 . A method of de- fragmenting file allocations on a disk comprising: 
determining what pages should be swapped among the various allocations 
made by the operating system (OS), the OS's file system mapping updated to 
reflect the swapped pages and a history of the original state prior to any 
update recorded by the engine, the swaps performed by manipulation of the 
engine's data structures and/or actually exchanging data on disk where OS 
visible data is read and written but the original state of each altered page is 
not directly recorded in the historic log, but instead, a record is additionally 
logged of the locations of the swapped data so that an image of the OS 
visible data can be reconstructed prior to time of the de-fragmentation by 
knowing what data to effectively re-swap and what OS mapping data to 
effectively restore. 

2. A method according to claim 1 wherein the method is performed on a 
computer wherein a history of data is maintained such the the computer can 
be returned to a state of data from an earlier point in time. 

3. A method of de-fragmenting file allocations on a disk according to claim 1, 
including the step of incorporating desired close proximity information of 
various OS visible pages into the algorithm executed by the engine that 
determines what is actually swapped, in order to reasonably maintain 
physical close proximity of data allocated by the OS but physically re- 
mapped by the engine. 

4. A method according to claim 3 wherein the method is performed on a 
computer wherein a history of data is maintained such the the computer can 
be returned to a state of data from an earlier point in time. 
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Apparatus comprising a machine readable medium having computer 
instructions embodied therein wherein the instructions cany out the method 
of claim 1 when executed on a suitably configured computer. 

Apparatus comprising a machine readable medium having computer 
instructions embodied therein wherein the instructions carry out the method 
of claim 3 when executed on a suitably configured computer. 

10 7. A system comprising a programmed computer including means for 

determining what pages should be swapped among the various allocations 
made by the operating system (OS), means for updating the OS's file system 
mapping to reflect the swapped pages and a history of the original state prior 
to any update recorded by the engine, means for performing the swaps by 

1 5 manipulation of the engine's data structures and/or actually exchanging data 
on disk where OS visible data is read and written but the original state of 
each altered page is not directly recorded in the historic log, but instead, a 
record is additionally logged of the locations of the swapped data so that an 
image of the OS visible data can be reconstructed prior to time of the de- 

20 fragmentation by knowing what data to effectively re-swap and what OS 
mapping data to effectively restore. 

8. A system according to claim 1, including means for incorporating desired 
close proximity information of various OS visible pages into the algorithm 
25 executed by the engine that determines what is actually swapped, in order to 
reasonably maintain physical close proximity of data allocated by the OS but 
physically re-mapped by the engine. 
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9. A method according to claim 4 wherein the historical data is maintained by 
diverting writes to a different position on the disk so historical data remains 
in its original location. 



16 



WO 01/04801 



PCT/US00/18732 



1/5 



Page#l 


Page#2 


Page#3 


Page#4 


Page#5 


Page#6 


Page#7 


Page#.. 


FileC 


FileC 


FileB 


FileB 


FileB 


File C 







Figure 1 



Page#l 


Page#2 


Page#3 


Page#4 


Page#5 


Page#6 


Page#7. 


Page#.. 


FileC 


FileC 


FileC 


FileB 


FileB 


FileB 







Figure 2 



disk contents 



#0 


Al 




#1 


Bl 




#2 


A2 




#3 


A3 




#4 


dirl 


N 


#5 


tl 




#6 


t2 




#7 


t3 










#8 


HI 


#1 


#9 


H2 


#4 


#10 


H3 


#3 


#11 


H4 


#7 


#12 


H5 


#4 



main map 



- next write 




os view through 
the main map 



Al 



Bl 



A2 



A3 



dirl 



tl 



file A is in #0, #2, #3 
file B is in #1 




Figure 3a 



WO 01/04801 



2/5 



PCT/US00/18732 



os view through 

disk contents main map the main "^P 




Figure 3b 



WO 01/04801 



PCT/US00/18732 



3/5 



os view through 

disk contents main map ^ ™P 




-4— next write /' 



Figure 3c 



WO 01/04801 



4/5 



PCI7US00/18732 



os view through 

disk contents main map the main map 




Figure 3d 



WO 01/04801 



5/5 



PCTAJSOO/18732 



disk contents 


#0 


Bl 


#1 


Al 


#2 


A2 


#3 


A3 


#4 


dixl 


#5 


tl 


#6 


t2 


#7 


t3 



simulated map 



#8 


(swap 0 and 1) 


#9 


dir2 


#4 


#10 


H3 


#3 « 


#11 


H4 


#7 


#12 


H5 


#4 



■ next write 




os view through • 
the simulated map 



Al 



Bl 



A2 



A3 . 



dirl 



tl 



t2 



t3 



file A is in #0, #2, #3 
file B is in #1 



Figure 3e 



INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT 



International application No. 
PCT/USOO/18732 



A. CLASSIFICATION OF SUBJECT MATTER 
IPC(7) :G06F 17/30 
US CL : 707/205 

According to International Patent Classification (IPC) or to both national classification and IPC 



FIELDS SEARCHED 



Minimum documentation searched (classification system followed by classification symbols) 
U.S. : 707/200-206; 714/21 



Documentation searched other than minimum documentation to the extent that such documents arc included in the fields searched 



Electronic data base consulted during the international search (name of data base and, where practicable, search terms used) 
EAST. IEEE Online, ACM Online, DialogWcb 



C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT 



Category* 



Citation of document, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages 



Relevant to claim No. 



x 



x 



US 5,761,680 A (COHEN et al.) 02 June 1998, Abstract; Figure 3; 
column 5, lines 35 through column 6, line 11; claims 1-3 

US 5,778,392 A (STOCKMAN et al.) 07 July 1998, Abstract; 
Figure 3B; column 7 

Rodriguez-Rivera et al. , Proceedings of the International Symposium 
on Memory Management, Vancouver, Canada, October 17-19, 1998, 
pages 79-85, especially Figure 3 and pages 82-83 - footprint 
reduction 



1-9 



1-9 



1-9 



| | Further documents are listed in the continuation of Box C. | | Sec patent family annex. 



' Special categories of cited documents: 

1 A ' docum ent defining the general t late of the an which is not considered 

to be of particular relevance 

'E' earlier document published on or after the international filing date 

"L" document which may throw doubu on priority claun(t) or which is 

cited to establish the publication date of another citation or other 
special reason (as specifted) 

'0* document referring to an oral disclosure, uie. exhibition or other 

means 

'P* document published prior to the international filing date but later than 

the priority date claimed 



later document published after the international filing date or priority 
data and not in conflict with the application but cited to understand 
the principle or theory underlying the invention 

document of particular relevance; the claimed invention cannot be 
considered novel or cannot be considered to involve an inventive step 
when the document is taken alone 

document of particular relevance; the claimed invention cannot be 
considered to involve an inventive step when the document is 
combined with one or more other such documents, such combination 
being obvious to a person skilled in the art 

document member of the same patent family 



Date of the actual completion of the international search 



16 AUGUST 2000 



Date of mailing of the international search report 



16 NTOV2000 



Name and mailing address of the ISA/US 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
SoxPCT 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
Facsimile No. (703) 305-3230 



Authorized officer 



HOSAIN T. ALAI^^ ft /fld#tiu& 

Telephone No. (70^) 308-6662 



Form PCT/ISA/210 (second sheet) (July 1998)* 



